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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action corresponds to application 10/763,216 filed 1/26/2004 

Response to Amendment 

Claims 2-6 have been cancelled and subsequently claims 7-12 have been added 
in this amendment. The previous claim objections and rejections have been removed in 
light of the amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 and 7-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being taught by Allen 
et al. ('Allen' hereafter) U.S. Patent 5,422,821. 

With respect to claim 1, Allen teaches A method for automatically generating 
current distribution order data with the inclusion of central address directories, which 
are stored in databases and are transmitted by electronic data transfer, as 
distribution order data, comprising the steps of: 
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locally copying a current central address (National Change of Address database 
NCOA 106) directory or directory parts relating to a relevant area (col. 4 line 16-40; 
e.g. maintaining addresses for the Boston, Dallas, or Los Angeles area) to create a 
local copy (col. 2 line 60, col. 6 line 67-col. 7 line 5; i.e. an extract of the database 
describes a copy of address data from the NCOA database) of the current central 
address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract), 

locally storing change instructions (col. 4 line 52; change of address form that 
describes instructions to change an addressee's address) regarding a relative 
positional change for delivery points (10) in the distribution order (abstract, col. 2 line 
41; i.e. mail stream) for a previous version (col. 2 line 35-38; former address) of the 
central address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract), 

transferring the change instructions (col. 6 line 65-col. 7 line 5) to the local copy 
(col. 2 line 60, col. 6 line 67-col. 7 line 5; i.e. an extract of the database) of the 
current central address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract), 

performing a check (col. 7 line 4-10) so as to determine whether the change 
instructions have already been implemented in the current address directory (NCOA) 
or address directory parts (e.g. extract) or whether the instructions are yet to be 
executed (col. 15 line 25-31; i.e. data from the change of address form may then be 
processed by the circuit 90 to access and update the NCOA database 106 if the 
data has not already been entered into the database), 
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storing valid change instructions (col. 4 line 24 and col. 2 lines 1-5) yet to be 
executed in an audit file (col. 4 line 62 and col. 7 line 2-5; i.e. a filed change of 
address form suggests changes that are yet to be executed and col. 7 line 2-5; i.e. a 
filed change of address from to determine if a forwarding-request has been logged 
against that delivery point), and 

executing the change instructions (col. 15 line 26-31; updating the NCOA 
database). 

With respect to claim 7, Allen teaches the method according to claim 1, further 
comprising the step of identifying delivery points (10) according to identification data 
(col. 2 line 43-45), the identification data comprising at least a sorting code (col. 3 
line 1-4 and col. 4 line 37-42; POSTNET bar code). 

With respect to claim 8, Allen teaches The method according to claim 7, wherein 
the identification data additionally and locally incorporates house number extensions 
(col. 3 line 1-4; zip codes and col. 2 line 34; address of a mail piece). 

With respect to claim 9, Allen teaches the method according to claim 7, wherein 
the identification data additionally and locally incorporates distinguishing remarks 
(col. 14 line 20-31. 
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With respect to claim 10, Allen teaches the method according to claim 9, further 
comprising the steps of incorporating new advice comprising at least one of 
forwarding advice and distribution advice into the local copy of the current address 
directory or address directory parts by performing the following steps: 

performing a check (col. 8 line 28; searching for delivery point information) so as 
to determine whether the delivery point (10) for the new advice (col. 7 line 3-4; 
forwarding request) exists in the local copy (col. 2 line 60, col. 6 line 67-col. 7 line 5; 
i.e. an extract of the database of the current address directory (NCOA) or address 
directory parts (e.g. extract) for the distribution order data (abstract, col. 2 line 41; 
i.e. mail stream), and 

when the delivery point (10) for the new advice (col. 7 line 3-4; forwarding 
request) exists in the local copy of the current address directory or address directory 
parts, adding the new advice (col. 7 line 3-4; forwarding request) to the local copy of 
the current address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract), with 
the new advice (col. 7 line 3-4; forwarding request) having priority (col. 4 line 65) 
over old advice of a same type (col. 15 line 25-30; updating the NCOA database, 
suggests updating old information to new and thus current information) and 

incorporating a complete change data for the new advice (col. 7 line 3-4; 
forwarding request) into the audit file (col. 4 line 62 and col. 7 line 2-5; i.e. a filed 
change of address form). 
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With respect to claim 11, Allen teaches the method according to claim 7, further 
comprising the steps of: 

Updating (col. 15 line 25-31) the local copy of the central address directory 
(NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract) by transmitting only incremental 
changes (col. 15 line 25-31; i.e. the change of address information is entered to 
update the NCOA database for an address-the update of each address describes 
incremental changes) by data transfer (figure 4), the incremental changes (i.e. 
address updates) including a transmitted position (col. 2 line 34-36 and line 52-53; 
destination address) in the distribution order (abstract, col. 2 line 41; i.e. mail stream) 
for each delivery point (10), the incremental changes (i.e. address updates) being 
merged with the previously current (i.e. former address) local copy of the address 
directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract) by using the identification 
data (col. 3 line 1-4 and col. 4 line 42; POSTNET bar code) for each delivery point 
(10) to check in the previously current local copy of the address directory (NCOA) or 
address directory parts (e.g. extract) whether the respective delivery point (10) for a 
respective one of the incremental changes (i.e. address updates) is already present 
(col. 2 line 35-41 and 62-65; i.e. comparing former (previously current) addresses to 
find a match), and 

when the respective delivery point (10) for the respective one of the incremental 
changes (i.e. address change) is not already present in the previously current local 
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copy of the address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract. Also, 
col. 13 line 52-64; i.e. if there is no match... the NCOA database 106 may be 
expanded to further include the forwarding address for each addressee requesting 
mail forwarding), incorporating the respective delivery point (10) into the local copy 
of the address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract) at the 
transmitted position (col. 2 line 34-36 and line 52-53; destination address) in the 
distribution order (abstract, col. 2 line 41; i.e. mail stream), and 

when the respective delivery point (10) for the respective one of the incremental 
changes (i.e. address change) is already present (col. 2 line 38-42; i.e. determining 
at match to be found) in the previously current local copy of the address directory 
(NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract), moving the respective delivery 
point (10) to the transmitted position (col. 2 line 34-36 and line 52-53; destination 
address) in the local copy of the current address directory (NCOA) or address 
directory parts (e.g. extract). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen. 
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With respect to claim 12, Allen teaches the method according to claim 11, 
wherein the respective delivery point (10) is moved by deleting the respective 
delivery point at the previous position in the local copy of the current address 
directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract) and re-entering the 
respective delivery point (10) at the changed position in the local copy of the current 
address directory (NCOA) or address directory parts (e.g. extract). 

Allen does not specifically teach wherein the respective delivery point is moved 
by deleting the respective delivery point at the previous position in the local copy of 
the current address directory... and re-entering the respective delivery point at the 
change position. 

It would have been obvious, however, for Allen to move a delivery point by 
deleting the respective delivery point at the previous position... and re-entering the 
respective delivery point at the change position for the benefit of keeping a mail 
piece in a respective order in a mail stream. Allen discloses such a need when they 
disclose the sorting of mail pieces in a mail stream (Allen at col. 3 line 3-4) according 
to its destination (col. 4 line 42). Furthermore, it would have been beneficial to 
delete and then to re-enter the respective delivery point at the changed position 
(when updating an address in the NCOA database) for updating destination 
addresses that are no longer valid (needed by Allen at col. 4 line 24). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see pages6-23, filed 10/9/2007, with respect to claims 1-7 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The previous 102(b) rejection in view of 
Cordery of the previous claims 1-7 has been withdrawn. However, in response to 
Applicant's amendments, a rejection is made in view of Allen as disclosed in the 
rejection above. 

The Applicant argues on page 23 of the remarks that Allen has nothing to do with 
the distribution of the mail at the destination post office in accordance with the 
delivery points, which are updated to assure efficient deliver. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees as Allen is concerned with intercepting and 
correcting mail pieces with incorrect addresses. In accordance with a mail piece's 
delivery point (drawing reference 10 and col. 4 line 25), a mail piece is delivered to a 
destination address (Allen, col. 4 line 28-30). Further, a mail piece may be sorted 
according to its destination (Allen, col. 4 line 41-45) thus providing the inherent 
benefit of assuring efficient delivery. 

Furthermore, Allen teaches the claimed "new advice comprising at least one of 
forwarding advice and distribution advice" as a forwarding request. That is, as 
Applicant's "new advice" comprises forwarding advice and distribution advice, Allen's 
forwarding request can be reasonably interpreted as analogous to the claimed "new 
advice." For example, a forwarding request logged against a delivery point may be 
reasonably construed to "advise" the system that the delivery point needs forwarding 
(i.e. forwarding advice). Furthermore, forwarding request also suggests how a mail 
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piece should be distributed (i.e. where the mail, piece should be sent) to teach 
distribution advice. 

Pertinent Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 6,647,385 to Seestrom et al. The subject matter disclosed therein 
pertains to the pending claims (i.e. updating address information). 

U.S. Patent 7,236,970 to Winslow. The subject matter disclosed therein pertains 
to the pending claims (i.e. current delivery points). 

U.S. Patent Application 2003/046103 to Amato et al. The subject matter 
disclosed therein pertains to the pending claims (i.e. delivery points). 

U.S. Patent 6,762,384 to Kechel. The subject matter disclosed therein pertains 
to the pending claims (i.e. delivery points). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert M. Timblin whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5627. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John R. Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Robert Timblin . 
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